Jim- 


9/12/70 


Separate from the notes I’m i.aklng on the depositions, here are a few things I do not 
want to forget. 

We discussed Foreman only as "effective counsel". I now have something I regard as 
of greatest significance relating to Hanes tliat I think should be in, on p. 3 of the notes 
I also think I've got Hanes tied aj) in enough lies to suggest a way be found to call b-im 
as a witness, ask him to repeat what he has said under oath, and then go after him, I 
think it likely interesting things could eventuate. 

Is there a Hanes Jr. deposition? Mistake if there wasn't. 

Hanes wrote Ray after "my disassociation" . I think we should habe that letter and 
I'd likemto read it with care. Or more than one letter. His words are indefinite. This 
can only be a self-serving letter and itntherefore may have values. 

I think Bud should make a kind of pauper's oath to get copies of court documents free 
unless he has gotten things I asked him to and not told me about them, like the notes for 
Huie. 

I have already asked Bud to get every letter written to Ray. On T. 34 Hanes says 
■“uie w ote to Ray aboutsome "assurances" in writing, about what Huie would do, 

I would like to study the Hanes-Ray amended agreement of IO/68, 

In the Ray U/ll /69 deposition, I note that Stoner was not able to add .anything to 
whht I had already told Jerry about the contracts and their defects and that Ray alone 
was sharp enough to add to the record the absence of the ■‘\iie-Foreman contract, of which 
Jerry had no copy, 

Hiiie says Ray wrote him Ray woiiLd not take the stand. Should we ask for this letter? 

Are there answers to the Hanes interrogatory and the first of Huie? 

The Foreman interrogatories are missing in the deposition, he reads the answer 
to the reporter, with Stoner's permission, so they mean nkthing, since the questions are 
missing. Real bright lawyersl 

Foreman did have ckrrespondence with DJ on case, he stiggests only on ^ing wiretaps. 
Not at all definitive. 



